J 
SUPPLEMENT 
E 
Preached at 
LINCOLNsS-1{NN, 
On JaNUARY 30. 1732. 
By a LAV MAN. 


Addreſſed to a very Important and moſt 
Solemn Cu vRcu MAN, Sollicitor-General 
for Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical. OY 


CC ONAGN: 


Printed for J. PEEL E, at Locke's-Head in 
Amen-Corner, near Pater-noter-Row, 


_ M pcc xxx11l. 


(Price Sixpence.) 


% 


* 
8 
% 


S 4,7. 
W 
3 


* 
1 


May pan — — — 


—— — 


tle —-— ere 


1 T. — „ 
+ © SS Jar 3G Sr 8 


175 
SUPPLEMENT 
TO THE 


8 ERM ON preached at Lincoln's-Inn, 
£ On January 30. 1732. 


Hory FATHER, 


Doubts and Difficulties, which, 


you to anſwer and reſolve. 
Your great Abilities (J do not 
ſay in Divinity; for that is a very different 


thing, but) in Canons, Diſtinctions, Diſci- 


pline, and all Parts of Church-Artorneyſhip, 
are allowed by all Men: Even ſuch as diſpute 


His Majeſty's Title to the Crown, allow you 


that of an Excellent Churchman. As I aim at 
no Preferment, and therefore bring no In- 
cenſe, I was willing to ſhew you, that it was 
_ Poſſible to dedicate to you without Worſhip 
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APPLY to you without Form 
or Compliment, about certain 
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I am told, no man is ſo fit as 
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Revenues ſo much your Care and Purſuit, are 

a proper Judge, whether what I have faid of 

the evil Influence of Church-Power and Re- 

venue over Religion and human, Society be 
true. Fa 

You, who muſt have ea ccciefialiivel 
Grandeur up to its firſt Sources, and marked 
its . e Improvements and Variations, 
can readily explain how it aroſe, how it was 
uſed, whether righteouſly acquired, whether 
honeſtly employed, how it affected the Laity, 
how the Clergy ; what Tendency it had to 
advance Religion and civil Happineſs, what 
| Succeſs in mending the Morals, and increa- 
ſing the Humility and pious Labours of 
Churchmen. 

Vou, who are known to cone for eccle- 
ſaaſtical Authority, can demonſtrate what 
that Authority 1 is, whence derived, by whom 
and over whom to be exerciſed; how to be 
reconciled to Conſcience, Chriſtianity, and 
common Senſe; whether it can produce or 
preſerve Conviction, and make Men Chriſti- 
ans, or continue them ſo; and whether ſuch 
Authority be conſiſtent with Reaſon and 
Grace, or whether Reaſon and Grace do not 
exclude and deſtroy ſuch Authority; as alſo 
how ſuch Authority conſiſts with the Oaths 
of the Clergy, who ſwear to renounce all 
Claim 


. 
Claim to any Power of any kind or ſort what- 
ſoever, but what they derive from the Crown. 
Pray tell us, what any Clergyman can do, 
which any Layman, who can read and write, 
cannot do, and may not do, if the Law ap- 
point him? Is it not the Law alone, which 
has the Power to qualify, and can alone diſ- 
qualify? Whoever maintains the contrary, 
incurs a Præmunire. Have the Clergy any 
Revelation but the Bible? And is not ſuch 
Revelation made to the Laity, and indeed, 
without Reſtriction, to all Men? And are 
not the neceſſary and practical Parts of the 
Bible very plain and intelligible to Lay-men? 


And have Clergymen ever agreed about ex- 


plaining the dark Parts? I wiſh none had 
ever endeavoured to darken the cleareſt Parts 


of it, or to hide and ſuppreſs the Whole. If 


the Aſſertion of any Powers inviſible in Men, 
that is, Powers which have no viſible Effect, 
be other than a Dream and Forgery; you 


will do well to ſhew what they are, whence 


they are, and how they effect their ſtrange 
and inviſible Feats. To read Prayers, and 
Scriptures, and Sermons ; to give Bread and 
Wine, and ſay words over them; to ſprinkle 
Water upon Babes; to declare what offends 
God and his Law; and to wear Gowns and 
Bands, and broad Hats, are Exploits which 
may be performed by very mean Men amongſt 
the Laity: And to judge and declare who are 


qualified to perform them, is a Task as eaſy" 


as 
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as the reſt. Will you ſay, that ſuch Functi- 
ons are leſs effectual in a Layman, or more ſo 
in a Clergyman? Who told you ſo? It may 
be ſo ſaid in the old popiſh Canons or School- 
men, and in the extravagant Writings of ſome 
Eccleſiaſticks; but no where in the New Te- 
ſtament. 

Will you mg that God bleſſes any pious 
Office done by a Layman, leſs than when 
done by a Clergyman ? And what Idea would 
this give us of God? Will you fay that a lit- 
tle Infant, free from Offence, and incapable 
of offending, is therefore debarred from Hea- 
ven, or any part of Bliſs, becauſe he dies un- 
baptized, or was baptized by a Layman? 


And what Idea does ſuch a Tenet exhibit of 


the divine Being? Or, if a Layman can do 
this ſacred Office effectually, Why not more 
Offices, and all? 
You know what impious Notions many 
Clergymen have broached and held about 
Baptiſm, as if no Salvation could be had 
without ir, and no Baptiſm without them. 
This is one of the monſtrous, I had almoſt 
ſaid blaſphemous, Whims reſulting from the 


other monſtrous Whim, that of an indelible 5 Rus 


Character; which is a Whim ſo very ſtrangs se 


and incondcalvable. that where 'tis once belie- 
ved and eſtabliſhed, tis no wonder to ſee the 
wildeſt Extravagancies, and even Impoſſibi- 
lities and Contradictions maintained and be- 
lieved in conſequence of it: Since from any 

| _ ſenſeleſs 


1-71) 
ſenſeleſs Poſition whatſoever, endleſs Dedu- 
ctions of Nonſenſe can be drawn, and may 
ſeem naturally to follow; and one Contra- 
diction ſhall produce, and illuſtrate, and 
prove an hundred Contradictions. Thus, if 
either the indelible Character, or apoſtolic 
Succeſhion, or Infallibility, or Power of bind- 
ing and looſing be but allowed; from theſe, 
or any of theſe, all the moſt fraudulent, fa- 
natical, and engroſſing Claims of the Pope 
and Popiſh Clergy, may be deduced and eſta- 
bliſhed. FFF 
May not a Layman perform all ſpiritual 
Offices, where there are no Clergymen? Is a 
Chapter of the Bible leſs edifying when read 
by a Layman, than when read by a Clergy- 
man? I ask this the rather, becauſe I knew a 
Tradeſman, who read Prayers and the Scri- 
pture on Sundays at a foreign Fiſhery, where 
there were no Clergy, and he was therefore 
thought proper to be put into Deacon's Or- 
ders, as if he had been thence the better qua- 
lified for reading Prayers and the Bible. Was 
this Employment in him either more ſacred 
or more effectual afterwards than before? If 
it was, What an Idea does this too give us of 
the Great God? Or have the Clergy ſucceed- 
ed better than Laymen, in appointing one 
another? Father Paul ſays, and Hiſtory ſays, 
the contrary. That excellent Writer lays it 
don as Fact, That the beſt Biſhops were 
made by Princes; and that whenever the 
| _ Clergy 
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and forbidden, that any Clerk ſhould quit 


(8) 
Clergy had the conducting of their own Ele- 
ctions, infinite Diſorders enſued. S0 little, 


or ſo ill Effect had their indelible Character 


in making and appointing one another. Was 


not this Pretence to an indelible Character, 
one great Source of Popery and the Inquiſi- 
tion, and of all the Terrors, Frauds, and De- 
formities of: Prieſtcraft? And was it not na- 


tural for Indelibility to produce Hifullibility; 


and is there more to be ſaid for the former 


than'for theilatter? g 10 bros 
I ſhould alſo be glad to hear you diſcourſe 


% 


_ rationally about Pluralities and Commen- 


dams, and ſhew their Conſiſtency: with the = 


: Duty and Call of ſuch Churchmen as poſſeſs 


them. As they who do not reſide, do: not 
labour; Should ſuch as do no Work, receive 


Pay? Benęficium propter officium, was the Stile 


of old; and Benefices were given for ſpiritual 
Purpoſes. - Indeed the temporal Part was 
only conſidered in a ſecond and circumſtan- 
tial Senſe. Afterwards, ſays Father Paul, 
the. ſpiritual Part was forgot, and nothing 
* but the Profits regarded.” This was la- 


mentable Corruption; yet ſuch as dealt in it, 
and, in truth, in little elſe, called themſelves 


holy Men; that is, the moſt ſordid, the moſt 
corrupt and covetous, ſuch as made'Traffic 


of Churches and Souls, aſſumed to be holy, 


and claimed an indelible Character 
In the primitive Times, it was ſcandalous 


his 


(9) 


his Cure, though ever ſo poor, for another 
though richer. It was alledged and ordain- 
ed, That if any Biſhop deſpiſed his Biſhop- 
rick for being ſmall, and ſought after a greater 
Dioceſe and larger Rents, he ſhould not only 
never obtain the greater Biſhoprick, which 
through Avarice he deſired, but even loſe 
that which he already poſſeſſed, and 
through Pride deſpiſed. What can be a more 
ſacred Truſt than a Truſt of Souls; what ſo 
important? Does it not require all the Time 
and Attention that mortal Men can beſtow ? 
And how is ſuch Duty to be reconciled to 
Pluralities and Commendams, how to Non- 
reſidence? The holding of more Churches 
than one, was adjudged by ſome principal 
Fathers of the primitive Church, to be ſpiri- 
tual Polygamy: And I queſtion whether a 
. Plurality of Wives, though Felony by our 
Law, be ſo ſinful, or can have ſuch bad 
Conſequences, when we conſider that ſome 
Paſtors who are greatly endowed, hardly ever 
{ce the Faces of their Flocks: Some have ſe- 
veral Flocks, and feed none of them, but 


rake vaſt Pay for nothing, and employ Un--- 


derlings for poor Wages. If theſe Underlings 
and theſe poor Wages are ſufficient, as by 
their Practice - theſe great Clergymen ſhew 
that they think, Is it not natural for the Lai- 
ty to deſire to make as good Bargains as the 
Clergy ? Is it not natural to conclude, that 
ſince the higheſt and moſt ſolemn Offices 
B may 
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may be performed at a ſmall Expence, as 1s 


manifeſt from the hiring of Curates, it would 
be but Prudence to fave ſuch high Revenues 
given to ſuch as do nothing but hire others? 


How a ſpiritual Truſt once conferred, could 


be afterwards delegated to another, the Truſt 


itſelf transferred, and the Advantages reſer- 
ved, I could never yet account either from 


Thi Goſpel of Chriſt, or from the natural 


Ideas of Morality, Yet are not great Reve- 


nues daily deſired upon the Erection of any 
new Church, though he who is to enjoy 


them, often does no Duty at all, but leaves 
it to a cheap Hireling ? And 1s not that Ser- 


vice for which the Pariſh is to pay many 


Hundreds a year, often performed for thirty 


or forty Pounds a year? Some civil Truſts 


may be thus executed by Deputies; but is 
this a way to deal (I had almoſt faid to trat- 


fic) with Souls, and to be anſwerable for 


them? Is this ſpiritual Fatherſhip? Is this 


apoſtolic, or are thoſe who do ſo ſtill Succeſ- 


{ors to the Apottles? I ſhould be glad to hear 
you explain this, and ſhew whether any Man 
who profeſſed to turn Religion into a Trade, 

could act in a different or more lucrative 


0 manner. 


I have likewiſe ſome Doubts to propoſe to 
you about Excommunication, which, I fear, 
is little underſtood, and greatly abuſed. If ir 
were originally no more than turning a Man 
gut of a Society with the Laws of which he 

would 


(17) 


would not comply, as was really the Caſe, 


and as is daily done in common Clubs, and 


in Juntoes of Traders; 1s it not notorious 
Abuſe, as well as extremely daring and wick- 
ed, to conſtrue it into the diſmal Delivery of 
a Soul to the Devil and Damnation? Wil 


you ſay, dare you venture to ſay, that a Per- 
ſon excommunicated is in the Power of Sa- 
tan, and that ſuch a Sentence ſends him thi- 


ther? If it do, they who pronounce 1t muſt 
be the moſt wicked and impious of all Men; 


nor can any earthly Conſideration excuſe 


them. Is it for Tithe? Then is their Tithe 


dearer to them than an immortal Soul. Is it 


not for Tithe, but for Contumacy, in ro: 
appearing and owning their Juriſdiction ? 
Then is their Pride and Juriſdiction of more 
Weight with them than the Salvation of 
Men ? But if Excommunication have no ſuch 
Effect, why is not the Bugbear removed, by 
explaining 3 it into a reaſonable and a chriſtian 
Meaning? Or rather, why is a Practice which 
cannot be of God, ſuffered to continue, why 
1mpiouſly continued in his Name? And can 


any Man who defends Excommunication, ar- 
g ue againſt Purgatory? The temporal Effects 
ol it are ſufficiently heavy and hard; fo hard, 


that nothing under the higheſt Conſideration 
can juſtify the Man who brings them down 
upon another. Its ſpiritual Operation, were 
it true, would indeed be thocking and fright- 
ful, But who would affront the Divine Be- 

B 2 1 


z PIMP. 
ing, by believing that he, the Author of 
Mercy and Wiſdom, could contradi& his 
own Nature to gratify the Peeviſhneſs and 
Cruelty of weak and revengeful Men? 
They who are apt to bring the Charge of 
Blaſphemy againft others, often upon very 
ſmall, ſometimes upon very ludicrous Occa- 
ions, would do well to conſider, Whether 
there can be higher Blaſphemy, than to aſſert 
aà Power in Man of directing or obliging the 
Almighty; a Privilege to apply the Might 
and Terrors of Omnipotence to the Perdition 
of Men? I preſume you will not ſay of Ex- 
communication, what I am told the reve- 
rend Dr. Fiddes ſays of Popiſh Indulgences in 
his Hiſtory of Henry VIII. That they were a 
Treaſure which the Church had been long in 
Tolſelion of. 5 EE 
I leave it therefore to your Judgment, whe- 
ther this ſpiritual Engine be for the Service 

of Chriſt's Church, or for the Credit of 
ſuch as call themſelves his Miniſters; and 
whether what is ſhocking to Senſe and Hu- 
' manity, can ever be true in Religion, or a 
Part of Religion, I mean of the Chriſtian 
Religion. V 
I QWould alfo humbly propoſe it to your 
ſerious Thoughts, whether amongſt your 
publick Admonitions and Reproots to the 
Laity, you might not think it adviſable, and 
find cauſe, to let your Brethren the Clergy 
hape their Share, Are there no prevailing 
5 Miſtakes 


* 


(3) 

Miſtakes or Diſorders amongſt them? No 
ſtrange and unreaſonable Claims maintained 
by them who are called Orthodox, no extra- 
vagant Writings publiſhed, no wild and paſ- 
ſionate Sermons preached? Is Orthodoxy alone 
never preferred by you to eminent Piety and 
Sufficiency, under ſuſpicion of Heterodoxy ? 
Is the Man who aſſerts Chrift”s Kingdom not 
to be of this World, as dear to you as they who 
would found worldly Power upon the Goſpel 
of Chriſt, and erect a Prieſthood with Power, 
in virtue of being Succeſſors to him, who 
had no Power, and diſclaimed all Power? 
Are you equally tender to the Failings of 
Laymen, as to thoſe of Clergymen? Or is it 
your Opinion and Policy, that the ſame 
ſhould be concealed and diſſembled, at leaſt 
not expoſed to the profane Laity? _ 

I remember an Inſtance, where I thought 
the Partiality of a more than Reverend Cler- 
gyman too apparent: For whilſt He mani- 
teſted much juſt Zeal for capitally puniſhing 
certain beaſtly Offenders againit the Law, and 
Purity and Deſign of Nature, I mean Lay- 
, Offenders; all His Zeal cooled, at leaſt pro- 
duced ſmall Effect, in the Caſe of a Brother 
Dodlor found to have been flagrantly guilty 
of that Abomination for many Years, and of- 
ten in a very ſacred Place: Yet this Doctor 
eſcaped with an Admonition and a ſmall 
Fine, in a Court too where that More than 
Reverend Clergyman was thought to have no 

2. ſmall 


Os (14) 
ſmall Influence. And I ſuppoſe, that that 
_ unnatural Sinner was ſtill eſteem'd to be a 
true Minter of the Church, ſince he is till 
left to act as ſuch, and to receive the Stipend 
of ſuch, doubtleſs to the great Edification of 
Souls, and Credit of Orthodoxy and of Epiſ- 
copal Courts. So far was that more than 
Reverend Clergyman from applying, on this 
Occaſion, to the ſecular Arm, though He 
had juſt before praiſed it for finding out, and 
pouring down its deadly Terrors upon, ſuch 


— beſtial Criminals. 


A little of your publick and private Advice 
to your Brethren, recommending to them 
more Meekneſs and Moderation, with a Be- 
haviour more complaiſant and leſs litigious 
towards their People, would be of uſe. I 
hear that you give them very different Advice, 
even to be as troubleſome and vexatious to 
their People as they can, by departing from 
ſettled Cuſtoms, and ſtarting new Demands. 
Such Advice is by no means proper for them, 
nor do they want it, It is certain, they would 
do well not to render themſelves daily more 
unpopular and obnoxious by Haughtineſs, 
_ Greedineſs, and Law-Suits. My Lord Cla- - 
rendon owns, that the Clergy of that Time, 
ſupported and animated by Archbiſhop Laud, 
grew aſſuming, and lived not well with their 
Neighbours in the Country. This bred ill 
Blood t&wards them; and when they were 
pulled down, it was remembered how info- 

lently 


( T5.) 
lently they had behaved when they were up- 
permoſt: Hence the eaſier way was made for 
the ſowre\ and gloomy Set who ſucceeded 
them. 

The preſent daily Increaſe of their Proper- 
ty, their Monopoly of Advowſons, their 
breaking all the Modus's, their frequent SUC- 
ceſs in troubleſome Suits, and their apparent 
Fondneſs of ſuch, help to ſooth and exalt 
them: But as all this is ſeen, and felt, and 
regretted by the whole Body of the Laity, it 
may bring a Storm ſtrong enough to over- 
throw all theſe Advantages. Perhaps too A- 
buſes, not now thought of, will be then ſought, _ 
and found, and ſeverely redreſſed. 

This Thought is really painful to me; in 
the Sincerity of my Heart I ſpeak it: For TI 
dread all great Changes, and all Approaches 

towards ſuch. 1 would therefore have the 
Clergy provoke none. They muſt not, in 
an enlightened Age, and an Age of Liberty, 
think themſelyes a Match for the Laity, were 
the Laity once tempted to exert themſelves. 
Perhaps they were never leſs a Match for the 
Laity than now. Times and Countries have 
been, when the People were ſo blind, or ſo 
ö awed, that though Religion was turned pub- 
| lickly 3 into Power and Gain, they could not 
perceive it, or durſt not cenſure it. Such 


Times are no longer, nor is EA, that 
Country now. 


Modeſty 
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(20 
Modeſty and Meekneſs, in the Language 

and Writings of the Clergy, is likewiſe al- 

ways commendable, and no more than good 


Policy. The fierce and provoking Stile is 


not the Chriſtian, nor the gaining Stile; and 


Pride and Paſſion are ill Proofs of Religion. 


But moſt unpardonable is the Practice of ſuch, 
who, when a Man differs from them in any 


eccleſiaſtical Point, though utterly foreign 


from Religion, yet charge him confidently 
with Infidelity, let his Stile be ever ſo Chri- 
ſtian, and his Profeffions for Chriſtianity ever 
ſo ſtrong. This Practice, follow it who will, 
is unchriſtian and malicious, but ſname fully 
common. I therefore like Dr. Conybear's late 


Book for its Temper and Civility; nor, as 


far as I have looked into it, could I find any 
Strokes of Pertneſs or Anger; two Ingredi- 


_ ents very common in the Works of Eccleſi- 


aſticks. Another Doctor, of ſome Name in 


| Controverſy, and an Advocate and an An- 
ſwerer on the ſame Side, hath ſhewn ſuch. 


wild Tranſports, ſuch Virulence and Scurri- | 
lity, that it is not to be determined, whether 
the Madman, the Scold, or the Executioner, 
predominate moſt in his Compoſition. 
I have heard that even you, holy Father, 


with all your Affectation of Smoothneſs and 


Temper, have treated Gentlemen with very 
coarſe Names, for no other Reaſon, than that 
they differed from you about Matters of 
Power and Speculation. This was not wiſe: 

| (That 


( 17 

(That 1 it was ill-bred, I do not wonder), and 
it might tempt, and perhaps warrant 3 
men ſo uſed to treat you very roughly. 

Monſter is by no means a proper Name 101 
Gentlemen, ſome of them as well eſteemed 
and as generally beloved as you are. I could 
paint ſuch Uſage in Colours which you would 
not. like. I could likewiſe draw ſuch a Cha- 
racter of ſome who are dead (for upon the 
Dead and Living, Monſter and Infidel are 
Names which, it ſeems, you freely throw): 
I ſay, I could repreſent ſome of them in ſuch 


Lights, ſuch true Lights, as would equal; 


and, I doubt, much foil the beſt that you can 
be ſhewn in. I could repreſent. their amia- 
ble and beneyolent Minds, their great Know- 
ledge, their elevated Capacity, their univer- 
ſal Integrity and Love of Mankind, their 
Scorn of Hypocriſy and little Party-Views, 
of narrow Spirits, and of every mean and 
ſelfiſh Artifice. 
But I want Room and Time to enter er folly 
into the pleaſing and mournful Theme. Nei- 
ther do I think myſelf qualified to make 
equal Returns to coarſe Uſage. Let me _ 
ay, that the Words Infidel and Infidelity, as 
are grown Terms of Anger and Re- 
proach; can ſeldom become the Mouth or 
Pen of a candid or well-bred Man. Pardon 
me, when I aſſert, that every Man living has 
as good a right to differ in Opinion from you, 
as. you vet to differ from him: If you think 
| C or 


(618) 
or maintain the contrary, you have a mon- 
Arous Share of Pride or Folly; nor do I know 
a greater Monſter amongſt: Men, than the 
ſolemn Hypocrite, who pretends to derive 
Pomp, and Power, and worldly Wealth out 
of the New Teſtament; who would confine 
the uncontroulable Freedom of the Soul by 
human Articles and Reſtrictions, and treats 
ſuch as follow Reaſon and not him, with 
Spite and ſaucy Language. But I check 
i myſelf; nor will I finiſh my Picture of this 
| ſort of Monfter, leſt the Likeneſs might be 
too glaring. I therefore return to adviſe you; 
and here let me aſſure you, that it is repugnant 
to all Candor, and unworthy your Character, 
= do deſcend to mean Solicitations, and to teaze 
for Proſecutions againſt ſuch Writings and 
Authors as thwart you. In Matters of Reli- 
gion, no Book which can be anſwered, ought 
to be proſecuted ; nor can you find any Ho- 
nour in ſuch Proſecution, no more than you 
can ſhew Charity in procuring it. A Mini- 
ſter of Truth begging the Aid of worldly 
Penalties in a Diſpute about Spirituals, makes 
à poor, a ſtrange, and a ſcandalous Figure. 
Such Conduct ſeems only to ſuit with world- 
ly Deſigns, and to bewray, if not the Weak- 
neſs of his Cauſe, at leaſt his Inſufficiency to 
defend it; nts; 
To oppoſe Force to juſt Reaſoning, 1s un- 
_ uſt; to anſwer falſe Reaſoning by Force, is 
fooliſh and needleſs. A bad Cauſe is quickly 
"OW : 8 5 refuted, 
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refuted, a good Cauſe eaſily Abende and 
Chriſtianity, though it can bear much Seve- 
rity and Violence, can never exerciſe nor 
warrant any: nor was the Chriſtian Name 
ever more abuſed, than when proſtituted to 
juſtify Rigor and Violence: And Puniſhment 
for Opinion might indeed be of eccleſiaſtical, 
but could never be of chriſtian Pedigree. 

Vou have, Holy Father, che Reputation 
of a ſtrong Churchman; and Charity obliges 
me to We Aa you a Chriſtian; (for the Chri- 
ſtian Spirit is not ſuſpicious no more than re- 
vengeful) Be the Churchman ſtill; but let the 
Chriſtian predominate, and then I dare ſay 
you will never ſollicit: another Proſecution. 

The Clergy, to a Man, believe your Heart 

bent upon Church Power, and upon all the 

Means that lead to it. You owl alſo tho- 
5 roughly convinced the Laity: in this Point, 

chough tis ſaid that you had rather they were 
not ſo convinced, and are wont to ſpeak to 
them in a Stile not at all ſavouring of a Paſ- 
ſion for ſacerdetal- Rule: Which Behaviour 
in you is only artful, and muſt not be called 
Falſe or inſincere, ſince; Inſincerity is not a 
chriſtian Virtue. But ſuch Art, when found 
out, loſes its Uſe: You would therefore do 
well to drop ſuch of your grand Views as 
bode not well towards the Laity; for they 
are upon their Guard, and I would not have 


you put them upon trying their ek, and 
Mi.ettle. 
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© Rather take a contrary and ſecurer Me- 
thod; ſurrender your weak Paſſes, give up 
indefenſible Points, claim nothing but what 
the Conſtitution gives you, affect not to be 
more than what the Law makes you; ſepa- 
rate not yourſelf and Brethren tos much from 


the Laity; for woe be to you, if ever they 


ſhould ſeparate themſelves from you. If up- 
on Examination you find any Milſtones about 


the Neck of your Cauſe, any exceſſive Abſur- 


dities, any eontradictory Tenets, any terrible 
Claims, any hurtful or oppreſſive Practices, 
any unpopular Principles or Rules, ſuch as 


ſquare not with the general Intereſts and Sen- 


timents of the Laity: Begin, O holy Father, 
to throw off ſuch Milſtones into the Sea, left 
they pull you thither after them. Tis better 
to quit, with a good. Grace, even the moſt 


favourite Point or Miſtake, than be forced to 
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What thoſe Milſtones, thoſe indefenſible 
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Points are, I pretend not farther to explain 


to one of ydur Sagacity. Some of them 1 


have named. In your Reſearches for others, 


perhaps it may merit ſome Inquiry, or per- 
haps very little, whether eteleſiaſtical Courts 


be any conſiderable Support or Credit to the 
Cauſe of the Church (for I think Religion has 
little to do with them). I will venture to 


ſay, that Excommunication is a Matter of 
very ſerious, of very melancholy Attention to 
%%%%%Cͤöôö“¹i:i every 


(ar 
every Man who believes in God, and has a 
regard for the Bodies or Souls of Men. Are 
there not moreover ſome Things in the Oath 
given to Churchwardens, hard, if not im- 
eee to be kept; either obliging them to 
perjured themſelves, or uneaſy and even in- 
tolerable to their Neighbours? And are there 
not certain odd and contradictory Oaths in 
the Univerſities, which are a Scandal to Re- 
ligion, and a Contradiction to Learning, and 
even to Morality? And does it not become 
the Zeal of any Chriſtian Paſtor, to remove 
all ſuch Scandals? And would they not be 
removed, if Religion were as much conſider- 
ed as eccleſiaſtical Policy and Power? _ 
I would likewiſe — propoſe, whe- 
ther A true, a good, or even a chriſtian uſe 
has been generally made of the zoth of Ja- 
nuary? whether thoſe of your Order have 
generally acted ” 36 it like Ambaſſadors of 
Truth and Peace? and whether either the ci- 
vil Government of King Charles I. or the ec- 
cleſiaſtical Government of Archbiſhop Laud, 
be proper Patterns to be followed i <4 a free 
and a chriſtian Country? I think that, in my 
Sermon, I have ly ſhewn that they are 
not. Let me add here one remarkable Paſ- 
ſage out of Ryſbworth : About this time (in 
the Year 1636) the new. Statutes for the 
4 Univerſity of Oxford, were finiſhed and 
<.' publiſhed in Convocation. The Preface 
«  diſparaged King Edward the VIth's Times 
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“ and Government, declaring, the Diſcipline 
of the Univerſity was diſcompoſed by that 
“King's Injunctions, and that it did revive 
_ © and flouriſh again in Queen Mary's Days 
under Cardinal Pool; when by the much 
e to be deſired Felicity of thoſe Times, an 
+ inbred Candor ſupplied the Defect of Sta- 
| <: rates... 1 5 S455 8 | ; 
Was there ever in any Declaration, even 
from the Vatican, more of the Popiſh Stile 
and Spirit? The Times and Government of 
that excellent Prince, that pious Proteſtant 
and Reformer, Edward the VIth, are tradu- 
ced by an Engliſh Convocation, for his having 
unſettled the old Popiſh Diſcipline, . and re- 
_ duced it nearer to the Genius of the Refor- 
mation. The Days of . that Popiſh Bigot; 
Queen Mary, are wiſhed for; that is, the 
Days when Popery, with all its Power and 
Fury, was reſtored, the Proteſtant Religion 
aboliſhed, and Proteſtants openly and merci- 
lefly burned ; a Romiſb Cardinal is mentioned 
and extolled for his Church Government, and 
Popiſh Superſtition, and Bigotry, and blind 
Obedience, are repreſented as inbred Candor. 
Say, Holy Father, were the Members of 
this Convocation Proteſtants, or was Laud, 
who governed them, a Proteſtant? And was 
it any Hardſhip or Wonder, that he and they 
were repreſented as Papiſts? And what was 
that King who ſubmitted to, and aſſiſted 
them in all cheir violent and popiſh Purſuits? 

5 nay, 
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nay, was their Advocate againſt himſelf; 


when inſtead of aſſerting his Prerogative and 


Supremacy, and ſupporting the Univerſity of 
Cambridge, who oppoſed Laud's Viſitation of 
them, as what he could not undertake with- - 


out the King's Commiſſion ; he, even the 
King in Perſon, argued for this Uſurpation, h 
for this Invaſion of his Royalty, for this Sei- 


zure and Impropriation of his Power and 


Dignity? 
Strange Condeſcenſion and Folly in him, 
as well as Inconſiſtency of Character! fond 


of exalting the Prerogative over the Belly of 


Law and Juſtice where the Laity were oon 
cerned, yet poorly laying it under the Feet 
of the Clergy, where the Protection of his 
People, and his own Duty and Honour, 
called upon him to preſerve. and exert it. 1 
ſhall here add a further Catalogue of his Op- 
preflions, as the ſame are ſummed up in a 
lively manner by the late excellent Mr. Tren- 
chard, in his Short Hiſtory of W Arms 
in England. | 

—*© This King's whole Reign was one con- 
« tinued Act againſt the Laws: He diſſolved 
his firſt Parliament for preſuming to en- 
quire into his Father's Death, though he 
loſt a great Sum of Money by it, which 
they had voted him: He entered at the 
ſame time into a War with France and 
Spain, upon the private Piques of Buching 
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bs Diſhonour 
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Diſhonour and Reproach of the Enghfp 


Nation; witneſs the ridiculous Enterpri- 


zes upon Cadiz and the Iſle of Rhee: He 
<« delivered Pennington's Fleet into the French 


Hands, betrayed the poor Rochellers, and 


ſuffered the Proteſtant Intereſt in France 
to be quite extirpated ; He raiſed Loans, 


Exciſes, Coat and Conduct-Money, Tun- 
nage and Poundage, Knighthood and Ship- 


Money, without Authority of Parliament; 


impoſed new Oaths on the Subjects to diſ- 


cover the Value of their Eſtates; impriſon- 
ed great Numbers of the moſt conſidera- 
ble Gentry and Merchants for not paying 
his arbitrary Taxes; ſome he ſent beyond 


Sea, and the poorer ſort he preſs'd for Sol- 
diers: He kept Soldiers on free: Quarter, 


and executed martial Law upon them: He 


granted Monopolies without Number, and 


broke the Bounds of the Foreſts: He erect- 
ed arbitrary Courts, and enlarged others; 


as the High Commiſſion-Court, Star-Cham- 
ber, Court of Honour, Court of Requeſts, 


4 Sc. and unſpeakable Oppreſſions were com- 
0 


« Quality. He commanded the Earl of Bri- 


mitted in them, even to Men of the firſt 


« ftol and Biſhop of Lincoln not to come to 
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Parliament; committed and proſecuted a 


great many of the moſt eminent Members 


of the Houſe of Commons for what they 
did there, ſome for no Cauſe at all; and 
would not let thera have the Benefit of 

« Habeas 
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Habeas Corpus: Suſpended and. confin 
Archbiſhop , Abbot, becauſe he would not 
é licenſe a Sermon that aſſerted deſpotick 
<« Power, whatever other Cauſe was pretend- 
ed: He ſuſpended; the Biſhop of Glou- 
« ceſter for refuſing to ſwear never to con- 
« ſent to alter the Government of the Church: 
« Supported all his arbitrary Miniſters againſt. 
< the Parliament, telling them, he wondered 
ce af the fooliſh Impudence of any one to think 
©« he would part with tbe meaneſt of his Ser- 
vants upon their Account: And indeed in 
* his Speeches, or rather Menaces, he treat- 
c ed them like his Footmen, calling them 
e undutiful, ſeditious, and Vipers: He brought 
* unheard-of Innovations into the Church, 
. < preferred Men of arbitrary Principles, and 
* inclinable to Popery, eſpecially thoſe Fire- 
* brands Laud, Montague, and Manwaringz 
one of whom had been complained of in 
Parliament, another impeached for ad- 
<« vancing Popery, and the third condemn- 
„ ed in the Houſe of Lords: He diſpenſed 
<« with the Laws againſt Papiſts, and both 
_ « encouraged and preferred them: He cal- 
led no Parliament for twelve Years toge- 
„ ther, and in that time governed as, arbi- 
« trarily as the Grand Signior: . He abetted 
« the 1riſh Maſſacre, as appears by their 
“ producing a Commiſſion under the Great- 
3 „Sea 
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60 Seal of Scotland ; by the Letter of Charles 
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the Second in favour of the Marquis of 
Antrim; by his ſtopping the Succours that 


the Parliament ſent ta reduce Ireland, fix 
Months under the Walls of Cheſter; by his 
entering into a Treaty with the Rebels, 
after he had engaged his Faith to the Par- 


liament to the contrary ; and bringing over 
many Thouſands of them to fight againſt 


his People per bY 
Upon pretence-of the Spaniſh and French 
War, he raiſed many thouſand Men, who 
lived upon free Quarter, and robbed and 
deſtroyed where-ever they came: But be- 
ing unſucceſsful in his Wars abroad, and 
r by the Clamours of the People at 
ome, he was forced to disband them. 
In 1627 he ſent over 30000 J. to Holland, 
to raiſe 3000 German Horſe to force his 


arbitrary Taxes; bwe this Matter taking 
Wind, and being examined by the Parlia- 


ment, Orders were ſent to countermand 


them. In the > Year of his Reign, he 


gave a Commiſſion to Srafford to raiſe 


8ooo0 Iriſh to be brought into England: 
But before they could get hither, the Scots 
were in Arms for the like Oppreflions, 
and marched into Northumberland; which 


forcing him to call a Parliament, prevent- 


ed that Deſign, and fo that Army was 
| | | | > CC dif 


*-disbarided; Soon after he raiſed an Army 


in England to oppoſe the Scots, and tam- 

« pered with them to march to London, and 
« diſſolve the Parliament: But this Army 
<« being compoſed, for the moſt part, of the 
« Militia, and the Matter being communica- 
ce ted to the Houſe, who immediately fell on 
the Officers that were Members, as Aſb- 


 * gurnbam, Wilmot, Pollard, Kc. che Deſign 


came to nothing.“ 


I could quote much mote, from the ſame 


Pamphlet; but, to uſe the Words of the Au- 
thor, it 25 endleſs to enumerate all the Oppreſſi- 
ons of his Reign. What think you, holy Fa- 
ther, of the Panegyricks made upon ſuch a 


Princo for almoſt a Century paſt by the Cler- 


gy, or of the Clergy who made and make 
thoſe Panegyricks either upon him or Laud? 


I think nothing is more manifeſt, than that 


in thoſe Days there was a ſettled Purpoſe, 
both in the Court and in the Churchmen, to 
overturn the Reformation and the Conſtitu- 
tion; nay; each of theſe Deſigns was well 


nigh accompliſhed; and it was already the 


Aa 
" 


Faſhion, not only to treat ſuch who adhered 


to the Law againſt the Violence and mad 
Maxims which then prevailed, as Traitors; 
but the Name of Traitors and Rebels were, 


by Laud's Followers and Creatures, beſtowed 


| * our firſt pious Reformers; and with 
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the Refoiniinion? itſelf great Faults were 
found, eſpecially with thoſe Parts of it 
which retrenched the Wealth and Power of 


the Clergy :'Popiſh' Ceremonies were daily 


reſtored, with the Bowings, Grimaces, Pi- 
ctures, and Forms uſually ſeen at Popiſh 
Chappels and Maſſes; and all Men were per- 
ſecuted, many ruined, who oppoſed ſuch 
ſcandalous Tonovations tending only to ad- 
vance Superſtition an Prieſtcraft. | 
Why many of theſe Innovations, and nuch 
Defection from the Reformation ſtill conti- 
nue, I leave you, holy Father, to conſider 
and explain. J defire this of you the rather, 
for that T am told, that you often hold up 


your Hands, arid wonder how Clergymen 


can by their Writings contradict what they 
have once ſubſcribed. - © | 
That you ſhould wonder at this, is indeed 
matter of Wonder. Is there one of you that 
conforms to the genuine Senſe,” or even to 
the Words of the Articles? Are not theſe 
Articles Calviniſtical: Were they not compo- 
ſed by Calviniſis? And are you not now, and 


have been long, all Arminians? And do you 


not preach and write againſt the Presbyteri- 
ans who defend Predeſtination, which is one 
2 5 your own Articles? 

Will you fay that Articles, will you ſay 
hat Oaths, are to be taken in a Senſe diffe- 


rent - 
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rent from the Words, different from the 


Meaning of thoſe who compoſe them ? If 
you do, then you maintain that Papiſts, nay, 


that Mobometans may ſubſcribe our Proteſtant 


and that Jacobites may take the State Oaths, 


and be ſtill Jacobites. 


What Subſcriptions or Declarations, or in- 
deed what other Ties can bind Men, who, 
after they have ſolemnly teſtified that they 
are called by the Holy Gboft, yet ſubſcribe the 


direct contrary to what they believe, ſubſcribe 


the Doctrines of Calvin, yet remain Antago- 


niſts to Calvin? Is this Practice, this ſolemn 
Aſſertion of a Falſhood, for the Honour of 


Religion, or of Churchmen ? Or, is it not 


the direct Method to harden Men againſt 


Truth and Conſcience, and to turn holy 
Things into Contempt? Yer you ſtill go on 


to ſubſcribe thoſe Articles, {till to disbelieve 


and contradict them, yet never attempt to 


alter or aboliſh them. Does ſuch contradi- 

tory Doings ſhew any Regard for Religion, 
or for Truth or Decency? - 

After ſuch Departure from the doctrinal 


. | Articles, you cannot with any Decency blame 


ſuch who differ from your Notions about 
Church Power and Diſcipline. The Church 


and Conſtitution of England neither owns 


nor . any Clergymen bur ſuch: who de- 
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Articles, and be {till Mabometans and Papiſis; 
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ive all their Power from the Law: All other . 


are Pretenders, or rather Deſerters, and would 
be Uſurpers, if the Laity and the Law would 


let them. Such Clergymen therefore as dif- 
claim all Power,andPomp, andRevenue what- 


foever, but what the Law and Laymen give 


them, are the only Clergy that Laymen ought 
| to reverence or indeed acknowledge: All the 


reſt, who aſſert a prior Right, and have ſu- 
perior Demands, ſhould be conſidered as 
lurking Enemies or bold Invaders, and care- 
ſully watched and reſiſted. Nor is it ſmall 


want of Modeſty in you, and ſuch as are like 


you, to cenſure ſuch Clergymen as adhere to 
the Law and Conſtitution, whilſt you aſſume 


to yourſelves a Latitude to diſſent from your 
very Articles, with ſpiritual Characters and 


Powers, ſuperior ro the Law, and. indepen- 


dent upon it. 


Can any Layman, who has common Senſe, 


or common Notions of Truth and Liberty, 
bear with Patience a Spirit ſo arrogant, with 


fuch a ſaucy and inconſiſtent Behaviour? 


Far different, and indeed quite oppoſite was 


the Spirit of the Reformation. Nor is Re- 
verence due to any Clergyman in whom this 


laſt Spirit is not found. Neither are they at 
all Clergymen of the Church of England, in 
whom the contrary Spirit is found. Can any 
Layman be at a Momenr's loſs to know, what 


ſort 
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ſort of Clergymen are moſt uſeful and amia- 


ble to him; they who ſet up to command 
him, and conſequently to put Chains upon 
him; or they who claim only the Liberty to 


inſtruct and adviſe him, and therefore leave 


him ſtill as free as he was before ? 


Be pleaſed alſo, holy Father, to inſtruct 


me in the Nature and Efficacy of Ab/olutton. 


Is it authoritative, and proceeding from the 


Power of the Prieſt only? or is it conditio- 


nal, and only a Declaration that God will 


accept, or hath accepted ſincere Repentance? 
If God pardons upon Repentance, what Force 


is in Abſolution, or what Uſe, further than 
to eaſe poor Sinners, by aſſuring them, that 
if they have repented, God has forgiven 
them? If this be all, any Man, even the Sin- 
ner himſelf, may pronounce ſuch a Declara- 


tion upon himſelf. Or does God ſtay to for- 
give, even after Repentance, till the Prieſt 


pronounces Abſolution? If ſo, has not the 


| Prieſt a greater Share than God in ſaving 


Men; nay, a ſuperior Power, if his part 
comes firſt, and his Abſolution takes place 
of, and introduces God's Pardon? If Repen- 


tance ſuffices without a Prieſt or Abſolution, 
then what ſignifies either upon ſuch Occa- 
fion, further than for a Declaration of Com- 
fort? And without Repentance, what avails 


Abſolution? Will you ſay that it avails? 
* 
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Or has our. bleſſed Saviour ever faid ſo? 
You muſt needs know what extravagant 


Poſitions, and what impious Claims of Power, 


have been confidently derived from this Pri- 


vilege of Prieſts to pronounce Abſolurion, 


as if it inferred a Power to damn and fave; 


though ir be really no more than what any 
Man may pronounce to another, or to him- 


ſelf, or to many, if they deſire it, or will 


hear it. Has not this therefore, as well as 


many other pious Practices, been horribly 


abuſed and perverted by the ungodly. Craft 
of ſelfiſh Prieſts? 
Whilſt I am giving you all this Trouble, 


and tiring you with ſo many Queſtions, per- 


mit me, holy Father, to mix a little Com- 


fort with ſo much Freedom and Importu- 


nity. I am told that your Eaſe and Reſt 
are greatly interrupted and broken by the 


Increaſe and Prevalence of Free-thinking, Be 
not too much frightened; the Mob and 


the Many will always be orthodox, always 
true to the Church, to Holy-Days, and pi- 


ous Rioting, for Reaſons roo apparent to 
need mention, 'The Number of Free-think- 
ers, that is, of Men who bring all Things 


too the Bar and Trial of right Reaſon, can 
never he ſo very great as juſtly to alarm the | 
Clergy, can never greatly diminiſh the Ma- 
* of a Country, who will * be of 
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the Church in vogue, always have Re- 
ligion, if not that of Reaſon and Na- 
ture, yet ſurely that of Authority and 
of the Prieſthood, who are themſelves 


always conformable to Eſtabliſhments and 


Tithes, and the Prev Faith. 

I doubt it will not be equally pleafing 
to you, to be told, at leaſt to have the 
Publick told, that it is by no means Free- 
_ thinking which fills the Goals, or loads 


the Gallows, or even peoples Exchange- 
Alley, or increaſes publick or private Kna- 


very, or contributes at all towards it, Was 
the Squth- Sea Scheme the Effect of Free- 


thinking? Sir John Blunt was a great Saint 


and Frequenter of the Ordinances; nor 
were any of his Confederates ſuſpected of 


— 


D eiſm. Was it Free- thinking that contri- 
ved or promoted national Maſſacres, that 


of Ireland or of Paris? Has it produced 


or aſſiſted the Inquiſition or Perſecution ? 
Was the Monk St. Dominic a Free-think- 
er, or was Biſhop Laud one? Has Free- 
thinking encouraged, or have Free-think- 
ers perpetrated particular Murders or Af- 


ſaſſinations? Was Ravillac a Free-thinker, 


or was he who murdered the Prince of 


Orange? Or was he one, who offered to 


murder the late King? Are the Banditti 
ang Aſſaſſins in Italy Free-thipkers? Are 


E not 
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not theſe Villains good Catholicks, and 
Frequenters of Churches? Do any of our 
own Thieves die Free-thinkers? Do they 
not generally die good Churchmen, Ca- 
tholic or Proteſtant, and always of ſome 
Religion ? Was the famous Murdreſs Sa- 


1 


rab Malcolm a Free-thinker? Did ſhe die 


one, or declare that ſhe had lived one? 
No; holy Father! Free-thinking has no 


Proſelytes in Newgate or Exchange-Alley. 
I doubt it will be found that it is not 
Free- thinking that ſteals in Shops, or cheats 
behind Counters, or robs Houſes, or cuts 


'Throats. Nor is it Free-thinking that ab- 


Alves Criminals of any fort, much leſs 


Jraitors and Aſſaſſins | nor conſequentiy 
encourages ſuch Crimes. IJ could, had I 
time, enlarge with Succeſs on this Sub- 
ject, and convince all Men, that Free- 
ann diſclaims all Alliance with Vice 
and Mobs, and diſſolute Men; and leaves 


all Knaves, Profligates, and Hypocrites, 
to Conformity and Creeds, and the nume- 


rous Train of Orthodoxy.” 
It ſeems you have likewiſe found great ; 


Exils occafioned by People's not coming 
to Church. My own Opinion is, that 


when People find themſelves edified by 
going, they will go: when they are not 


edified, their going avails not. If the Peo- 


Py 
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ple had the Choice of their own Mini- 
ers, as in the primitive Times they had, 
tis more than probable they would go 
oftner. But when they neither like the 
Man nor the Matter, tis not likely that 
they will hear either. I was therefore ſur- 
prized to hear that ſome of your Scouts 
and humble Agents, (employed, I ſuppoſe, 
to try the Pulſe of the Publick) have men- 
tioned compulſory. Laws, ſtill in force, to 
| oblige People to go to Church. Pray, can 
1 you reconcile ſuch a Law, if there be one, 
| to the Principles and Laws of Tolera- 
tion? Could any ſuch Law be at firſt 
pProcured but by the Sollicitations of the 
; perſecuting Clergy ?. Or could any but 
. Perſecutors ſollicit ſuch a Law ? Is it juſt 
or chriſtian, to force any Man to hear what 
or whom he likes not? Would a High- 
churchman care to be forced to hear a 
eng Preacher, ſuppoſe 1 in a Coun- 
try where there were no other, as in Ge- 
neva? And ſhould he not do as he would 
be done by? No penal Laws whatſoe- 
\ ver were, or ever could be, prompted by 
„„ Chriſtiah Spirit. And beſides this Con- 
ſideration, I wonder how any Man can 
contend for the Continuance of Teſts and 
| | Penaltics here in England, as you do, and 
yet be againſt the Exercife of ſuch it 
3 EF = Scoflond. 


* 


Z (36) _ 


Scotland. Is this equal Juſtice, or equal 


Charity? N 
1 ſhould be quite too tedious to my 
Readers and myſelf (to you, holy Father, 
J fear I have been fo already) ſhould I 
but touch every Topick that deſerves your 
_ Animadverſion and that of the Publick. 
I cannot forbear mentioning ene Practice 
very common amongſt you Churchmen , 
though it be deftitute of all Candor, of 
all Truth and Charity. Whenever any 
clerical Folly, or Artifice, or Uſurpation, 
or falſe Poſition, is attacked, he who does 
fo, ſcarce ever fails of being accuſed, of 
having attacked whatever is ſerious and ſa- 
cred; and he is confidently charged with 
Irreligion, though he has evidently eſpouſed 
and defended Religion againſt ſuch as had 
profaned it, and blended it with Superſti- 
tion and Power, 8 
This Method of yours may have ſome 
Effect upon the Vulgar; but with Men 
ef Senſe, it hurts you, by diſcovering 
what you mean by Things ſerious and ſa- 
cred. If by theſe Words you underſtood 
only the Goſpel, and Conſcience, and the 
Duties enjoined by either, you could have 
taken no Offence at any Writings which 
_ commend and vindicate Chriſtianity, and 
only expoſe what weakens and defaces it, 
a even 


even the Pride, and Violence of domi- 
neering and ſuperſtitibus Prieſts] That 
there ate ſuch Prieſts, I preſume you will 
nat deny; nor that ſuch Prieſts act not 
in all Things, or indeed hardly in any, 
upon the Foot and Motiyes of the Goſ- 
A 
: That my late Sermon is entirely upon 
the Chriſtian Scheme, and in the Chari. 
ſtian Stile, I aver, and every Man may 
perceive; and therefore no Man, who re- 
gards Chriſtianity and civil Liberty, can 
poſſibly diſlike. it. What it attacks is cle- 
rical Wantonneſs, clerical Superſtition and 
Fury, Tyranny and Uſurpation, both in 
the State and in the Church. If there- 
fore that Sermon provoke you, it is ma- 
nifeſt what pleaſes you, what you ap- 
Per and what you purſue. For myſelf 
can ſay truly, and therefore boldly, that 
my Writings are entirely conformable to 
the Religion and Laws of my Country: 
Nor can any impartial Judge affirm of 
that Sermon, or of any Performance of 
mine (if there be any more of mine, be- 
ſides that and this) what I have often 
heard the ableſt Lawyers in this Nation 
affirm of a bulky Performance of yours, 
That it is a Libel upon the Laws and Con- 
ftitution of England, and ought to be burned 
by the Hand of the Common Hangman. 


Here 


r 


Here I humbly bend my Knee, holy 
Father, and kiſſing your Veſtment, ſub- 
ſcribe myſelf with profound Adoration, + 


\ 


Your Great Admirer, 


And Dutiful Son, 
Lincoln's-Tnn, 
March 8. 1732-3. 
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